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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/3/2010 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4-1 6, 1 8-35, 37, 41-42, 52-59, 61 , 
63, 72-1 29, 1 34-1 69 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

With respect to Applicant's argument regarding new added feature (page 33, 
paragraph 2), examiner provides Schneider (US 6,442,549 B1 : Col. 32-col. 34), Maeda 
(US 2004/0015519: paragraphs 13-14, 48-49, 55,61), US McPherson etal. (US 
6,591 ,420: see abstract, col. 3, line 3, line 47-col. 4, line 67) as some examples that 
disclose the new added feature. 

Claims 43-48, 60, 62, 64-68, 130-133 have been withdrawn. 
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Claims 1-3, 17, 36, 38-40, 49-51, 69-71 have been cancelled. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 30-35, 1 1 9-121 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 30, line 8, the limitation "associate metadata" should be replaced as -- associated 
metadata. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 18-22, 80-82 and 109-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claim 18 contains subject matter "selectively broadcasting packetized data 
utilizing a digital processor..." in lines 3-8 which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
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inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 4-16, 18-35, 37, 41-42, 52-58, 61, 63, 72-97-101-129, 134-141,143-165 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claim 6, the phrase "such as" (line 2) renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. 
See MPEP§ 2173.05(d). 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "said data signal" in line 10. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "said data signals" in lines 9-10. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 18 recites the limitation "said data signal" in line 8 and the limitation "said 
at least one full movie" in lines 17-19. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2424 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "said selectively broadcasting data" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "the packetized content data" in line 7 and the 
limitation "said at least full movie" in lines 17-19. There are insufficient antecedent 
basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 25 recites the limitation "said packetized content data" in line 2 and the 
limitation "said set-top box" in line 3. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. 

Claim 26 recites the limitation "said at least one of the plurality of viewable 
movies" in lines 14-16, 19. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

Claim 30 recites the limitation "said one of more movies" in line 1 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 31 recites the limitation "said one ore more movies" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 32 recites the limitation "said movies" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 35 recites the limitation "said selectively broadcasting" in lines 1-2. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 37 recites the limitation "said movie" in lines 11-12. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 41 recites the limitations "said received packetized data", "said stored 
movie data", "said metadata", "said movie data" "said movie" in lines 10-14. There are 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 42 recites the limitation "the lib" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 52 recites the limitation "said metadata", in lines 10-12. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 56 recites the limitation "said movie data" in line 9 and the limitation "said 
at least one full movie" in lines 14-16. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these 
limitations in the claim. 

Claim 61 recites the limitation "said least one movie" in lines 4-5.There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 72 recites the limitation "in response to a user's selection of said at least 
full video." in line 15, is incomplete/indefinite. 

Claim 77 recites the limitation "the system" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 80 recites the limitation "said packetized video data" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 81 recites the limitation "said packetized video data" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 83 recites the limitations "said metadata", "said content data", in lines 6, 
11-12. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 
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Claim 84 recites the limitation "said metadata" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 88 recites the limitations "said metadata", "said content data" in lines 12- 
13. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 91 recites the limitations "said metadata" and "said content data" in lines 
10-11. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 95 recites the limitations "said metadata", "said content data" in lines 13, 
16. There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim 95, line 1 2, recites the limitation "...to determine if and..." is not 
clear/indefinite. 

Claim 112 recites the limitation "said wireless broadcasting" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 113 recites the limitation "said packetized content data" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 114 recites the limitation "said packetized content data" in lines 2-3. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 115 recites the limitation "said wireless broadcasting" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 123-124, each recites the limitation "said packetized movie data" in line 2 
and line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim 134 recites the limitation "said wireless broadcast signal" in lines 1-2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claims 143-144, each recites the limitation "said packetized movie data" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

9. Claims 4-16, 18-35, 37, 41-42, 52-59, 61, 63, 72-77, 79-129, 134-169 rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunter etal. (US 2002/0056118) in 
view of Weaver, III, et al. (US 2002/0015496) and further in view of McPherson et al. 
(US 6,591, 420). 

Regarding claim 4, Hunter discloses a method of wirelessly broadcasting a movie to a 
set top box (broadcast movie to user station wirelessly, wherein the user station in form 
of a DBS (or cable) system "set top box" - see include, but not limited to, figure 1 1 , 
paragraphs 128, 138-139), the method comprising: 

wirelessly broadcasting movie data, the broadcasting including transmitting the 
television signals to a set top box capable of storing and assembling the movie data 
utilizing a digital processor executing instructions received, at least in part, from the data 
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signal resulting in content forming at least one full movie and associated metadata 
stored in the set top box, so that the movie data broadcast to the set top box, after full 
assembly, is further capable of being analyzed by the set top box based at least in part 
on the associated metadata(wirelessly broadcasting movie data in movie(s) to the user 
station and movie data of movie(s) is capable of being stored and assembled movie 
data with title, time, header information, etc. stored at the user station to form at least 
one movie and associated data such as title, header information, etc.; the title, header 
information, etc. associated with a movie is analyzed by the user station and used for 
selection of a movie to view by a user/customer- see include, but not limited to, figure 
11, paragraphs 0128, 0138-0139, 141, 143-144,147-151). 

Hunter is silent about movie data is broadcast as packetized movie data, the 
packetized movie data is incrementally assembled. Hunter further discloses method 
including encryption, watermarking, etc. (paragraphs 0094-0097). However, Hunter is 
also silent about associated metadata includes a start date associated with the at least 
full movie causing set top box not to allow the at least one full movie to be viewed, after 
the at least one full movie having been stored, until a later date indicated by the start 
date. 

Weaver discloses wirelessly broadcast packetized movie data (wirelessly broadcast 
content packets including video, audio, etc. - par. 0018-0020), packetized movie data is 
capable of being incrementally assembled to form at least one full movie (content 
packets is recompiled/reassembled into original data -see include, but not limited to, 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2424 

par. 0018) and associated metadata stored in the set top box (information that allow the 
content to be realized, selected, and/or reassembled such as packet ID, tag information, 
time, title, etc. stored at user terminal- see include, but not limited to, par. 0018,20, 25, 
39, 54-0057, 65-66), the packetized movie data, after full assembly, is capable of being 
analyzed by a set top box based on at least in part on the associated metadata(see 
include, but not limited to, par. 0018-20, 25, 50, 0065-0068, figure 8). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Hunter with the teaching as taught by Weaver in order to yield 
predictable results such as to improve efficiency data transmission. 

McPherson discloses associated metadata includes a start date (time stamp) 
associated with the at least full movie causing set top box/receiver not to allow the at 
least one full movie to be viewed, after the at least one full movie having been stored, 
until a later date indicated by the start date (see include, but not limited to, abstract, col. 
1, lines 29-34, col. 1, line 51 -col. 2, line 19, col. 3, line 46-col. 4, line 3, col. 4, lines 30- 
42, col. 5, lines 1-13). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to further modify Hunter with the teachings as 
taught by McPherson in order to yield predictable results such as precisely controlling 
the time for playing back recorded content simultaneously (col. 1 , lines 8-12, lines 44- 
47). 

Regarding claim 101, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method 
as discussed in the rejection of claim 4. Weaver further discloses the wireless 
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broadcasting comprises datacasting (figure 7, par. 0037). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hunter 
with the teaching as further taught by Weaver in order to yield predictable results such 
as to provide multiple services in a signal thereby improve efficiency in data 
transmission. 

Regarding claim 102, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method 
as discussed in the rejection of claim 101. Weaver further discloses the datacasting 
comprising transmitting the packetized movie data via terrestrially broadcast standard 
television signals (see include, but not limited to, figure 7, paragraphs 0021, 0037-0038, 
0040, 0063). 

Regarding claim 103, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method 
as discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
further discloses transmitting a media asset such as advertisement, web page, etc. over 
a network to be integrated for viewing with packetized movie data (see include, but not 
limited to, Hunter: figure 11, paragraphs 0150, 0153, 0158-0159; Hunter: par. 0037, 
0047, 0048, 0050, 0064-0065; Weaver: paragraphs 0048, 0050). 

Regarding claim 104, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method 
as discussed in the rejection of claim 103. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
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further discloses the network comprise the Internet (see Hunter, figure 1 1 ; Weaver: 
figures 1-2, 7; McPherson: col. 4, lines 25-33). 

Regarding claim 5, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
further discloses the packetized movie data broadcast to the set top box, after being full 
assembly, is further capable of being viewed upon or after agreement to charge the 
user a fee for viewing the at least one full movie (see include, but not limited to, Hunter: 
par. 128, lines 30-43, par. 147-150, 154; Weaver: par. 0039, 43, 51, 0065). 

Regarding claim 6, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
further the movies are available to the customer over a period of time (par. 0141), and 
the movie remains in storage for a minimum period of time, say one week, regardless of 
"traffic" through the storage device (par. 0144). Inherently, the associated metadata 
comprises information such as time stamp which determine begin and end dates for 
permitted movie viewing (e.g. begin date is begin of "one week" and the end date is the 
end of "one week"), (see also: McPherson: col. 3, lines 45-60, col. 4, lines 35-50) 

Regarding claim 7, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
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further discloses the at least one full movie selected by the user is available for viewing 
for a limited of time (e.g. 24 hour -see Hunter: par. 0161 or see Weaver: 0046). 

Regarding claim 8, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
further discloses the movie selected by the user is available for viewing for a limited 
number of times (e.g. three plays - Hunter: par. 0161). 

Regarding claim 9, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses the method as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 102. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson 
further discloses "re broadcasting movie data previously broadcast to ensure that the at 
least one full movie is received" (e.g. release movies are transmitted every 30 minutes 
from 5:30 pm to 8:30 pm, and several other times daily - Hunter: paragraphs 01 19, 
0139, 0213-0216). As a result, the set top box (user station) receives full movie. Weaver 
discloses the movie data is packetized as discussed in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 10, Hunter discloses a method of wirelessly broadcasting movies to a 
set top box (see discussion in the rejection of claim 4), the method comprising: 

wirelessly broadcasting movie data to a set top box capable of automatically 
storing and assembling the movie data utilizing a digital processor executing 
instructions received, at least in part, from data signal resulting in a plurality of full 
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movies and associated metadata stored in the set top box for analysis by the set top 
box (see discussion in the rejection of claim 4 and par. 0139); 

making selected movies available for viewing at a time based on one or more 
factors including: programming stored in the set top box, signal information assembled 
from the movie data or a combination thereof (e.g., making selected movie available for 
viewing at a time based on one or more factor such as at the time the recordings are 
available, or storage level, or time set by content provider - see include, but not limited 
to, par. 0139, 0141-0142, 0144, 0161); 

effecting removal of the movie data representing one or more movie stored on 
the set top box at a later time based on one or more factors including: programming 
stored in the set top box, signal information assembled from the movie data or a 
combination thereof (effecting removal of the movie data representing one or more 
movie stored on the set top box at a later time based on one or more factors including: 
storage is full, or time period (e.g., one week) is expired, etc. - see include, but not 
limited to, par. 0139, 0141-0144, 0161). 

limitations that correspond to the limitations of claim 4 are analyzed as discussed 
in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claims 105-108, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 101-104 are analyzed as discussed with respect to rejections of 
claims 101-104. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 106. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
broadcast provider controls downloading of movie into the storage device, and controls 
the available time of the downloaded movies (see Hunter: par. 0139 or Weaver: par. 
0017). A skilled person in the art can select any time before making the stored movie 
available depend on the capability and characteristics of the transmission medium, 
device limitations, times, operator's desire. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hunter in 
view of Weaver and McPherson to include storing the packetized movie data for a 
particular movie at any time period such as at least one day, before making the movie 
available for viewing so long as the time desired is limited to the capability and/or 
characteristics of the transmission medium and/or device limitations and/or operator 
desire to improve efficiency of movie services (see also McPherson: col. 1 , lines 42-44). 

Regarding claim 12, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 106. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
packetized movie data for a particular movie comprises audio and video to from the 
particular movie and associated metadata (see Hunter: par. 0065, 0144, lines 23-31; 
Weaver: par. 0017-0018, 0025, 0068; McPherson: col. 1, lines 11-13, lines 57-60). 

Regarding claim 13, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 12. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
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particular movie comprises new release (Hunter: par. 0013) and the claims feature of 
"the associated metadata includes the official release date for the new release" is 
broadly met by the time/date indicates the availability of the recorded movies for 
playback- see include, but not limited to, Hunter: par. 0013; McPherson: col. 2, lines 5- 
9, col. 3, lines 47-61). 

Regarding claim 14, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 106. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
packetized movie data is broadcast to the set top box using standard files transfer 
protocols (e.g. MPEG-2, Hunter: par. 0121; Weaver: par. 0021, 0037). 

Regarding claims 15-16, the additional limitation as claimed corresponds to the 
additional limitation as claimed in claims 9, 5 respectively, and are analyzed as 
discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 9 and 5. 

Regarding claim 18, Hunter discloses a method of wirelessly broadcasting movie 
content to a set top box (user station), the method comprising: 

selectively broadcast data, utilizing a digital processor executing instructions 
received, at least in part, from data signal resulting in assembling the data into video 
content and associated metadata stored in the set top box for analysis by the set top 
box(data are selected and automatically downloaded to storage module of user station 
by content provider and/or system operator via wireless network i.e. satellite, the data 
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are arranged into video content and associated metadata such as header information, 
program title, time, etc. - par. 0065, 0073, 0075, 0076, 0139, figures 11-14, 23 and 
discussion in the rejection of claim 4); 

remotely effecting availability of the video content so that the video content is 
viewed at a time based on one or more factors including: programming stored in the set 
top box, the metadata associated with the particular video content or a combination 
thereof (see discussion in the rejection of claim 10, wherein "remotely" is read on user 
using remote control or content provider or operator alerts the customer that the 
recordings are available (par. 0139, par. 0147) or certain new release movie is 
designated to remain in storage for minimum period of time regardless of traffic through 
the storage (paragraph 0144, lines 23-31) ; 

remotely effecting removal of the video content stored after assembly on the set 
top box at a later time based on a variety of factors including at least one of: 
programming stored in the set top box, the metadata associated with the particular 
video content or a combination thereof (see discussion in rejection of claim 10, wherein 
"remotely" is read on using remote control by user or control by content 
provider/operator.) 

The limitations that correspond to limitations of claim 4 are analyzed as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 109, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claim 101 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claim 101. 
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Regarding claim 19, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
permitting selecting a time to view the video content during an available access time 
(permitting user selecting a recorded movie on the list to view on television set (32) 
when the movie is available (not been removed/deleted or after alert "You've got flicks" 
or within limit date or within limit number of plays- Hunter: figure 1 1 , par. 001 3, 
paragraph 0151, paragraphs 0139, 0144, 0161; Weaver: paragraphs 0046, 0043). 

Regarding claim 20, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
wherein payment for viewing of the video content is made through a wireline (e.g., 
telephone line or cable - see include, but not limited to, Hunter: figure 1 1 , par. 01 56; 
Weaver: par. 0039, 00430063). 

Regarding claim 21 , Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
Hunter further discloses selectively broadcasting data comprises determining the 
packetized data to be broadcast wirelessly to the set top box (content 
provider/broadcaster controls content sent to users -see include, but not limited to, 
Hunter: figure 11, par. 0139-par. 0142; Weaver: paragraphs 0017-0021). 
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Regarding claims 22, 110 and 1 1 1, the additional limitations that correspond to the 
additional limitations of claim 102-104 are analyzed as discussed in the rejections of 
claims 102-104). 

Regarding claim 23, Hunter teaches a method of content management for a remote 
hardware device (user station), the method comprising: 

collecting content to be transmitted to a remote hardware device (collecting 
movie data such as new release movies, very popular movie, user interest movie, to be 
transmitted to the user station - paragraphs 0012- 0013, 0139); 

generating metadata specifying various properties of the content (generating 
header information, price, scheduling data, designated time for movie to be remain in 
the storage, catalogs, etc. for the movie - par. 013, 0144, lines 23-31 figure 11); 

associating the metadata with the content (associating scheduling data, price, 
designated time for movie to remain in the storage, etc. with the movie - figures 11-12, 
par. 0013-0014, paragraph 0144, lines 23-31); 

transmitting the content data and its associated metadata to the remote hardware 
device (transmitting the movie data and its price, scheduling data, etc. to the user 
station - figures 11, 15, par. 0061, paragraphs 0139, 0144, lines 23-31, paragraph 
0145); 

transmitting software operating on the remote hardware device to process the 
metadata and manage the content according to its associated metadata including 
assembly by the remote hardware device of the metadata and content (transmitting 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 Page 20 

Art Unit: 2424 

software for operating on the user station to process metadata such as scheduling data, 
price data, header information, etc. so that the movie associated with the selected data 
to be playback/recorded, the movie is selected to received based on its ID header 
information, or movie is selected to remain in storage based on designated time 
regardless of traffic through the storage - par. 0065-par. 0075, par. 0139, paragraph 
0144, lines 23-31, 0153 and see discussion in the rejection of claim 4). 

The limitations that correspond to the limitations of claim 4 are analyzed as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claims 112-115, the additional limitations that correspond to additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejections of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 24, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 113. Hunter further discloses the customer is alerted that the 
recordings are available (par. 0139). The movie data is recorded with a limited date 
(par. 0161, paragraph 0144, lines 23-31). Thus, the metadata comprises information 
indicating a time to make content data available and time to remove content data from 
the remote hard device so that the cue is displayed when the recording is available and 
when the content is oldest content, less likely to be purchased content, or the 
designated time to remain the content in storage is expired. Also see - Weaver: par. 
0046, 0043). 
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Regarding claim 25, the additional limitation as claimed corresponds to the additional 
limitation as claimed in claim 9, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claim 9. Weaver discloses content data transmitted in packets as discussed 
in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 26, Hunter teaches a method for providing movies available for 
purchase or rental through broadcast communication (figure 11), the method 
comprising: 

broadcasting movie data to a set top box capable of receiving, storing, and 
assembling the movie data to accumulate on the hard drive (figure 1 1 , par. 01 38-par. 
0139); 

transmitting a software to the set top box (see include, but not limited to, par. 
0153-software has to be transmitted to set top box before it is stored in the set top box), 
the software being adapted to: automatically store the movie data on a hard drive (see 
include, but not limited to, figure 1 1 , par. 0139, par. 0083); 

assembling the movie data broadcast into a plurality of viewable movies and 
associated metadata (forming the list of available movies so that the user can select an 
associated information to view the movie - see include, but not limited to, par. 0083-par. 
0089, par. 0139, par. 0148); 

allowing the user to select at least one of the plurality of viewable movies if 
available (par. 0139, par. 0147-par. 0151, 0161). 
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limitations that correspond to limitations in claim 4 are analyzed as discussed in 
the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claims 116, the additional limitation that correspond to the additional 
limitation of claim 101 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claim 101. 

Regarding claim 27, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 116. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
movies are to be available for a limited time (e.g. 24 hours, one week, etc.) and 
thereafter are essentially to be removed (Hunter: par. 0144, par. 0161; Weaver: par. 
0046). 

Regarding claim 28, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 116. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
movies are to be encrypted to limit availability in at least one of the following respects: 
being copied multiple times, being viewed more than once, or being viewed or copied 
other than if condition access is provided (see Hunter: par. 0138, lines 20-21; par. 0150, 
par. 0163; Weaver: paragraphs 0045-0046). 

Regarding claim 29, the additional limitation as claimed corresponds to the additional 
limitation as claimed in claim 102, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claim 102. 
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Regarding claims 117-118, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 103-104 are analyzed as discussed in the rejections of claims 103- 
104. 

Regarding claim 30, the limitations of the method of creating a digital home movie 
library that correspond to the limitations of the method for broadcasting movies in claims 
10 and 26 are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 10 and 26. 
Furthermore, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson also discloses receiving 
packetized movie data wirelessly broadcast to at least one set top box (see Hunter: 
figure 1 1 , par. 01 39; Weaver: figure 2-8; par. 001 7, 001 8, 0025) and making the one or 
more movies available via the set top box for a time period managed at least in part by 
software executed by the at least one set top box (see include, but not limited to, 
Hunter: figure 1 1 , par. 0139, 0144,0161 ; Weaver: par. 0043, 0046, 0057, 0068; 
McPherson: col. 3, line 46, col. 4, line 50). 

Regarding claims 31-35, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 27-29,20-21 respectively, and are analyzed as discussed with respect 
to the rejections of claims 27-29 and 20-21 . 
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Regarding claims 119-121, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 101, 103-104 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 
101, 103-104. 

Regarding claims 37, Hunter discloses a method of distributing movies comprising: 

broadcasting movie and associated data capable of being used to assemble at 
least one full movie to a set top box wirelessly prior to an official release date for the at 
least one full movie, the associated data for regulating the release date of the at least 
one full movie on the set top box (see include, but not limited to, figure 11-16, par. 0139, 
0144, 0161 wherein official release date is interpreted as the date the recorded movie is 
available for viewing, the associated metadata is interpreted as header information, title, 
time, price, etc. that are used to arrange, maintain the content data and indicating 
existing of movie in order for the content to be selected to view or to be maintained or 
removed from the storage); 

automatically storing the movie and associated data to the set top box hard drive 
(see include, but not limited to, par. 0139, 0144, 0161); 

assembling and analyzing the associated data (see include, but not limited to, 
par. 0139, 0144, 0161); 

permitting viewing of the at least one full movie on its release date (par. 0139, 
0144, 0161). 

The limitations that correspond to the limitations of claim 4 and 26 are analyzed 
as discussed in the rejection of claims 4 and 26. 
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McPherson further discloses permitting viewing of at least one full movie on later 
date indicated by start date (col. 3, line 46-col. 4, line 67). 

Regarding claims 122-125, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 41 , Hunter discloses a digital home movie library system for providing 
access to movies comprising: 

antenna (antenna 24 and tuner(s) in the user station (228)) for receiving movie 
data and metadata via wireless broadcast signals - figure 1 1 , paragraphs 01 28-01 29, 
139, 144, 161); 

a hard drive for storing the received movie data and received metadata (storage 
module 230 - see include, but not limited to, figure 1 1 , par. 01 28-01 38 and discussion 
in the rejection of claim 23); and 

a processor (CPU/CODEC) for executing software to process the received data 
and to process user input command, the processor permit access to the stored movie 
data under conditions based at least in part on the metadata, the movie data, the 
software, or any combination thereof (see include, but not limited to, figures 2, 1 1 , par. 
0128-0139, par. 0144, 0161). 

limitations that correspond to the limitations of claims 4 and 30 are analyzed as 
discussed in the rejections of claims 4 and 30. 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 
Art Unit: 2424 



Page 26 



Regarding claims 126-129, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 42, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 127. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses a 
modem (see Hunter: figures 4, 1 1 ) permit electronic billing for access to the library. 

Regarding claims 52-59, the limitations that correspond to the limitations of claims 4-5, 
7-8, 10, 15-16, 18 are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 4-5, 
7-8, 10, 15-16, 18. 

Regarding claims 134-145, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claims 61 and 63, the limitation that correspond to the limitations of claims 
56, 54, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 56, 54, 
wherein "wireless telecommunication over a television frequency spectrum" is read on 
satellite or wireless communication over television frequency spectrum in wireless 
communication (Hunter: figure 11); and "without interaction by a user" is read on 
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automatically without interaction of user at user station/set top box (see include, but not 
limited to, Hunter: par. 0139). 

Regarding claims 72-75, the limitations that correspond to the limitations in claims 4-5, 
7, 9, 26, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 4-5, 7, 9, 
26. 

Regarding claims 146-149, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 76, Hunter further discloses modem (87- figure 4 or billing module 
240/lnternet access interface 235 - figure 1 1 ) reads on the claimed modem, wherein 
the feature of "periodical permit contact with the content provider" is met by video 
distribution system operator periodically receives viewed-content information for billing 
(par. 0103, lines 16-19). 

Regarding claim 77, Hunter further discloses information passed between the content 
provider and the set top via the modem includes at least one of a user's viewing/rental 
history, access information used for billing purposes, keys used to decrypt videos 
(figures 10-11, par. 0103). 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 Page 28 

Art Unit: 2424 

Regarding claim 79, Hunter further discloses the hard drive in the set top box stored pay 
per view program and the CPU of the set top box controls the operation of a hard drive 
(figures 4,11, par. 01 28). It is obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that hard drive is 
physically mated with the set top box structure to render it useless for its intended 
storage purpose if removed for use apart from the set top box in order to yield 
predictable results such as to reduce unauthorized use. 

Regarding claim 80, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
packetized stored on the set top box is encrypted, and upon or after video content to 
view and satisfaction of business rules, remotely permitting the set top box to decrypt 
the packetized video data and play the video content (see include, but not limited to, 
Hunter: paragraphs 0128,0138,0150; Weaver: paragraphs 0043, 0046, 0057; 
McPherson: col. 4, lines 25-67). 

Regarding claim 81 , Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
packetized video data is capable of being decrypted by electronic keys on the set top 
box based at least in part on the current status (Hunter par. 0079-par. 0083, 128; 
Weaver: figures 6-8; par. 0045,0057). 
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Regarding claim 82, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 109. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
logging a decryption of a video content and using the log to determine a user's bill 
(Hunter: par. 0089-par. 0096; par. 0061; Weaver: paragraphs 0043,0057, 0068). 

Regarding claim 83, the content provider controls when to download the movies and 
associated information to the set top box at receiving side (paragraph 0139); the movies 
is stored in storage device until the content provider controls to download new movies to 
the storage device. Certain movies in high demand within the customer primary areas of 
interest may be designated to remain in storage for a minimum period of time, say one 
week, regardless of the "traffic" through storage device (paragraph 0144). Thus, the 
content provider inherently wirelessly transmits metadata (e.g.,. information in new 
movie to be downloaded or information used to maintain the movie in storage for a 
period of time, say one week, regardless of traffic through the storage) to a set top box 
(i.e. set top box 228- figure 1 1 ), the metadata being associated with content data 
previously having been wirelessly transmitted and stored on the set top box, the 
metadata being utilized by the set top box to determine a time, along wit one or more 
factors including programming stored in the set top box, to delete the stored content 
data (information is used to determine at time to delete oldest content, delete content 
that less likely to be purchased, or information to identify content to be deleted after a 
minimum period of time, say one week, regardless of the "traffic" through the storage). 
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The limitations that correspond to the limitations of claims 4 and 26 are analyzed 
as discussed in the rejection of claims 4 and 26. 

Regarding claims 150-153, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 84, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 151 . Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
metadata comprises a date on which the set top box is authorized to initiate deletion of 
the packetized content data (e.g. after minimum period of time, say one week, for 
certain movie that remain in the storage with designated time period of one week 
regardless of the traffic through the storage or the date the new movie is transmitted to 
replace to oldest movie stored in the storage at the set top box (Hunter: paragraphs 
0139, 0144; Weaver: 0043, 46). 

Regarding claim 85, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 151 . Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
content data previously stored on the set top box is wireless transmitted remotely from 
the content provider (see include, but not limited to, Hunter: paragraphs 0139, 0141 
figure 11). 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,192 Page 31 

Art Unit: 2424 

Regarding claim 86, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 151 . Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses the 
content data previously stored on the set top box is loaded without being wirelessly 
transmitted remotely from the content provider (e.g., DVD or a storage device - Hunter: 
paragraphs 0012, 129, 0139, 0141, 0143, 0161; McPherson: col. 4, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 87, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method as 
discussed in claim 151 . Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
deletion of content is not depend on a desire to make room for new content (overwrite 
the less likely to be purchased movies ahead of those recordings (independent of 
making room) which, by analysis at module 340, show more promise of being viewed by 
the customer - Hunter: paragraph 0144, lines 23-27), or certain new release movies is 
designated to remain in the storage for a minimum period of time, say one week, 
regardless of the "traffic" through storage module - Hunter: paragraph 0144, lines 28-32 
or after a allow number of times, or allow period - see Hunter: 01 61 ; or see Weaver: 
0046). 

Regarding claim 88, Hunter discloses the content provider controls when to download 
the movies and associated information to the set top box at receiving side (paragraph 
0139, 0144, 0161); the movies is stored in storage device until the content provider 
controls to download new movies to the storage device. Certain movies in high demand 
within the customer primary areas of interest may be designated to remain in storage for 
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a minimum period of time, say one week, regardless of the "traffic" through storage 
device (paragraphs 0144, 0161). Thus, Hunter inherently discloses the method of 
remotely deleting content from a set top box (deleting content in the set top box by 
content provider or operator) comprising: 

composing an instruction to delete movie content data previously stored on a set top 
box for movie formed from movie content data having a movie score in a particular 
range(e.g. composing designated time to remain the movie of the set top box, 
composing information for new content to be downloaded, or instructions to indicate 
number of time the movie is allowed to be played - paragraphs 01 39, 01 44, 1 61 ); and 
wirelessly transmitting metadata including the instruction to the set top box, the set top 
box having logic therein to assemble the instruction from the metadata, interpret the 
instruction and execute the instruction (transmitting associated information including 
designated time of certain movie to store in the storage regardless of the traffic, and as 
a result, the certain content is deleted based on interpreted designated time regardless 
of the "traffic" through the storage or number of times the stored video allowed to be 
played - paragraphs 0139, 0144, 0161). 

the limitations that correspond to limitations of claims 4 and 26 are analyzed as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4 and 26. 

Regarding claims 154-157, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 
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Regarding claims 89-90, the additional limitations as claimed correspond to the 
additional limitations as claimed in claims 85-86, and are analyzed as discussed with 
respect to the rejection of claims 85-86. 

Regarding claims 91-94, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 83-86, wherein the limitation "to delete the content" correspond to "to 
make the content unavailable to a user", and are analyzed as discussed with respect to 
the rejection of claims 83-86. 

Regarding claims 158-161, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

Regarding claim 95, Hunter discloses a method for displaying available movies stored 
on a set top box (paragraph 0151 , 139), comprising: 

receiving a plurality of movies in form of wirelessly transmitted movie data 
(paragraph 0139); 

receiving a plurality of sets of metadata, each of the sets of metadata being 
associated with one of the plurality of the movies, the plurality of sets of metadata being 
received in the form of wirelessly transmitted metadata (receiving ID header information 
of the movie, title of the movie, designated time to remain certain movie in the storage 
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regardless of the traffic, catalog of the movie, type of content, etc. - paragraphs 01 39 - 
0148); 

assembling the plurality of sets of metadata from the wirelessly transmitted 
metadata (see discussion in the rejection of claim 26); 

Hunter further discloses identifying the selected movies (i.e. popular movies, new 
release movie, user interested movies,) to be downloaded to the storage, provide a cue 
to alert user that certain movie is available so the user can selected to watch - 
paragraph 0139, or identifying the oldest movie, less likely to be purchased movies to 
removed/deleted from the storage, or identifying certain movie to remain in storage 
using designated time period (paragraph 0144), listing menu of available movies on the 
screen (paragraph 0151 ). Inherently, each of the sets of metadata must be analyzed to 
determine a time, using the metadata along with one or more factors including 
programming stored in the set top box to display a particular movie associated with the 
particular set of metadata in a listing of available movies to be displayed for viewing in a 
user interface associated with the set top box so the user can select the movie to watch, 
the limitations that correspond to limitations in claims 4 and 26 are analyzed as 
discussed in the rejections of claims 4 and 26. 

Regarding claims 162-165, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 
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Regarding claims 96-97, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a method 
as discussed in claim 163. Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson further discloses 
the particular set of metadata comprises is a date on which the set top box is authorized 
to display the particular movie (e.g. the date or time within one week period designated 
to remain the certain movie in the storage regardless of the traffic through the storage- 
paragraph 0144, lines 23-32, par. 0161 . Inherently, during this period, the set top box is 
authorized to select the movie to display). 

Regarding claim 98, the limitations that correspond to the limitations of claims 95-97 are 
analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 95-97. Hunter further 
discloses selecting and providing popular movies, user interested movies, new release 
movies, etc. with associated data such as designated time period to remain certain 
movie in the storage device (paragraphs 0139 -0148). Thus, a pre-determined criteria 
and metadata (e.g. associated information of popular movie, new release movie, 
designated time to remain certain movie in storage, etc.) is established and composed 
so the desired movie is identified and displayed; 

wirelessly transmitting content associated with the metadata to the set top box so 
that the metadata is capable of being assembled and analyzed to determine if the 
predetermined criteria is met for particular content (e.g. wirelessly transmitting new 
release movie, popular movie, user interested movies) to the set top box and storing 
and/or displaying particular content according to header information, time, title, etc. 
(figure 1 1 , paragraphs 01 39 -01 48, 01 61 ). 
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Regarding claims 99-100, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 96-97, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 96-97. 

Regarding claims 166-169, the additional limitations that correspond to the additional 
limitations of claims 1 01 -1 04 are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claims 1 01 - 
104. 

10. Claim 78 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hunter 
et al. (US 2002/0056118) and Weaver and McPherson as applied to claim 76 above, 
and further in view of Dodson et al. (US 6,184,877). 

Regarding claim 78, Hunter in view of Weaver and McPherson discloses a system as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 75. Hunter further discloses a processor (CPU) plays 
a video and reacts to signals from a remote control (figures 4,11, par. 0072-par. 0076), 
and activity modem (modem 87, figure 4, or modem 650 -figure 23). However, Hunter 
does not specifically disclose simultaneously plays a video and reacts to signal from a 
remote control. 

Dodson discloses the processor (e.g. controller) simultaneously plays a video (video 
being displayed on the TV) and reacts to signals from a remote control (remote control 
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206), and modem activity (internet interface 106) -see figures 1, 1-8, col. 2, line46-col. 
3, line 28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to further modify Hunter to incorporate the teaching as 
taught by Dodson in order to yield predictable results such as to immediately provide 
additional information to the user (col. 1 , lines 40-55), and allow user to simultaneously 
watch the program and additional information on the same screen. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Tsuria et al. (US 7, 530,085 B2) discloses method and system for control of 
broadcast content access comprising black out event until time criterion is met (col. 6, 
lines 32-48, col. 7, lines 14-60). 

Takahashi (US 2002/00706203 A1) discloses playback apparatus and method of 
timely playing back a recorded program. 

Maeda (US 2004/0015519 A1 ) discloses control recorded content to be played 
back at predetermined date and delete recorded program at desired date (paragraphs 
13-14, 55, 61). 

Schneider (US 6,442,549) discloses preventing recorded program to be played 
until a preset date (col. 32, line 66-col. 34, line 30). 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SON P. HUYNH whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7295. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 6:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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